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zor judge righteous judgment: but th meaſuring themſelves 
4 * them ſel vet among — are not wi, 

Ir cannot be denied but that iznccent perſons have, in for- 
ner times, been accuſed of hereſy ; that by thoſe very 
nen who were themſelves guilty of it; and is it impoſlible 
that the ſame thing ſhould be done again in our day? Where- 
fore Reader, take heed to thyſelf, believe not every report, 
but ſearch the cauſe to the bottom; ſpare no pains to came at 
the truth, the cauſe, ſaith one, which 1 knew not, I ſearched 
out;” for by doing this, thau ſhalt eſcape the judgment of 
thoſe unhappy men, who 'either through ignorance, or pre- 


poſſeſſion, acquit the wicked, and conde<ema the innocent. 
| Tus dofrine of God is a doctrine of truth and order, as 


well as of and love; nor can the latter ſubſiſt without 
the former, Confuſion and inconfiſtency can no more be 
juſtly charged on divine revelation, than error and falſchood : 
if then any doctrine be advanced, as the doctrine of God, 
which cannot be ſupported without manifeſt inconſiſtency, and 
— the ſcripture to 4 itſelf; it ought for the honor 
of God, and his word, to be carefully examined, and ſearchea 
to the very bottom, that the ſelt· contradiction of n. en, and 
the /eeming inconſiſtency of ſcripture, may be diſcovered and 
removed, - But to receive and iſh any doctrine as an ar- 
ticle of the chriſtian faith, from popular opinion, creeds, or 
cuſtom, which cann6t be plainly proved from the divine word, 
hath a manifeſt tendency ao ſet aide the ſacred ſcripture, as a 


plain, and certain #ule of faith; and to introduce in its Read 


anther reff and ſtandard of men's derifing, and which hath 
nothing to ſupport it but bare human authority. Therefore it 
b the duty of every chriſtian, and of miniſters in particular, 
to take care, chat they do not ſuffer the leaſt encroachmear to 
de made on dh facred bounds of the divine word—** for a little 
laven, leaveneth the whole lump: But if our contending for 


the purity and per/e2ion of God's word, he counted no 2 | 
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tongue is but for a moment.” Our enemies alſ 
us with making Chriſt to be a mere man, Or a mer 
only; though we have y declared and firmly 
the contrary, Chriſt indeed was a trug and prrſod man, 
not a mere man; a mere mas is the fir! Adam, or one 
faul offipring, but Chriſt was neither. Chriſt alſo w 
gotten of God before any creature had a being: but i 
metaphyſics of modern Trinitarians admit of ho 2 
tween being begotten and created, yet it is certain the an 
did ; and we believe that they had ſcripture ground for fo 
ing, and therefore we maintain it likewiſe ; for he 
begotten of God before his works of old, 4% whom 
created all thing?, cannot be bine, a creature, nor + 
of the crea ion, ſor the ſcri declares, that as all 
are of God the Father, fo all things are by jeſus Chriſt,” 
yet Chriſt bimſelf hath teſtified that his Father is the only true 
God ; therefore the only begotten Son is a middle be⸗ 
tween God and all creation; and whereas the Son of God did 
actually ſuffer, and God himſelf could not ſuffer, E 
that he was not, as ſome ſuppoſe, begotten of the pure 

of Deity, nor can any one deny this without making the Deity 
to be both arable and paſible z or elſe denying that Chriſt in 
any proper ſenſe died for us: but ſhould any one 

y enquire how or whereof Chriſt was begotten ) I. 

ſwer him not: for ſecret things belong to God 3; nor will any 
humble chriſtian ſeck to be wiſe above what is written: but 
thoſe things that are revealed belong to us; and theſe are ex- 
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and came into the world, and died for men, and that his F+ 
ther is the only true God.—lf the weakneſs of 


will continue to oppoſe them 3 yet we 
ſatisfied with the divine — concerning 
ing that they are plainly dee] in ſcripture ; nor is 
any direct oppoſition or contradiction between them. 
Bor if the nolr aaa "ny nar ers. opened, and faith/ulj 
expounded ; do not plainly declare teſtify thoſe yery doc- 
trines which we contend for, and maintain againſt our 
nents, it is our earneſt defire and 2 to God that they m 
ripture ity, clear 


be enabled, by ſound reaſoning and authority 
to diſprove he docttine, and Fully overthrow our argumens; 


and to eſtabliſh their own againſt us: to the end that where- 
ſoever, and with whomſoever the rruth of God is found ; thats 
and bf alone ; may be made manifeſt, prevail, and be <> 
- bliſked for ever. | w 
| © Grace be with all them that leve our Lord Jeſus Chrift is i 
cerig. Amen. * f 
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1 avail; nothing, for as much as he knows the. 
words may be properly rendered, abe Creator,' en Fre- 
n we ren” &c. preface p. 33 
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Ans w. Len Mr. — the pubs, 
le, what ground be had to aſſert that I knew the words- 
T{w76Touags beg, might be properly rendered the / Crater 5. 
be. but for a füll anſwer te this objeftion I-reſer, the; 
reader to page 204, 205: of Divine Revelation, &c. And 
dere I would only further: obſerve, that Mr. $a via; 
01 ' 3, expoſition, of the text makes the Son, who 
is the image of the inviſible God, to be himſelf the Fa-, 
ther, who is that inviſible God; or be makey:God the. 
Father to be a ſecond Creator ; or elſe denies him to be 


the Creator at all Such abſurdities and errors are the 
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OnJecr. 2. 2. * Te pleaſed the Father that in him, * 
This text ſhews the harmogy that ſubſiſts between the 
facred Three in the cxconomy of our redemption. The 
r the Word | 
was pleaſed to afſume and tranſaR, and the Hey Spitit i | 
is pleaſed to enforce and compleat this glorious work for 
for us and in us.” P- 


— -- 


| 1 ) 
7 
Aus w. n e i eee E 
only are mentioned, hom you can make three of them! 2 
know not. Your repreſentation likewiſe of the divine 5 
economy, I no where find in ſcripture ; had you learnt it a 
from thence,” I am perfuaded you would have produced po 
your authorities, therefore I reject it as a mere human in 
inventien—** He that hath a dream let him tell a dream, 
'and he that hath my word, let him ſpeak my word faithfully: 
What is the chaff” to the wheat, faith the Lord “'n Jer, 
xXiii. a9. But that which is truly, and properly the 
divine cvconomy in the redemption and ſalvation of men, 
I have endeavored to ſhew from many expreſs ſcriptures, 
and you have not attempted to diſprove em: fee Plalm 
jj. 6—9. and Ixxxix. S 4 1 22 Iaiah xi. 1—6. 
_— 1—10. and Ixi. 1—3. Zek. 7, 13. John chap. 

xvii. Eph. OI chapters throughout, x Cor, 
we Gig "NIP 
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 Monzoven, W ie ae 
of God; one divine almighty perfon was impotwered, or 
ſtrength from another. Barely $0 have cited 


pour words, would indeed have been ſufficient to ſhew 
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Se dN but becauſe ſome perſons ate un- 
acrountably heedleſs, and very inattentive readers, there- 
fore [ have made this remark. Your account likewiſe 


of the ſacred thies, bepreſents them as three proper ditin? 
Beings ; and are of hath as far above the other two.— 
This, in thy opinion, is the true meaning of your 
words, if they have any meaning in them : and though 
you may call your doctrine by another name; yet, if 
rightly named, it is the Arian doQtine, and no other, 
But it is not only irrational and unſcriptural, to imagine 


' and affirm, as you have done, that ane DIVINE ALMIGHTY | 


PERSON was employed and impowered by another, but it is alſo 
a plain contradiction to itſelf ; for whatever may be ſup- 
poſed of ſuch a perſon's ical engagement, or work, 
in relation to others; it is equally impoſſible that he 
ſhould either need, or receive help from any other ; as that 
be himſelf ſhould ceaſe to be almighty : Therefore your hy- 
potheſis deſtroys itſelf ; for that part of it, which maintains 
the equality, deſtroys the œcn my; and that which 
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Onjecr. 3. « Is it not firange that Mr, — 
nt allow the divine Word to be properly God, though. 
it be expreſly declared? but will perſiſt to form a Deity 
of his own in oppoſition to e? &c. p. 6. 


Axsw. Here you, charge we with forming a Deity of 
vy own in oppoſition to ſcripture —now what reply ſhall , 
| make, or how ſhall I clear myſelf of the curſed charge ?/ 
nll np auſwer, a falſe witneſs ſpeaketh lies. 

& ler the Reader judge if your charge be not both falſe 
Wo | and 


141 

and wicked ? Is it contrary to ſcripture ? is it forming a 
Deity of my on, to believe and aſſert that the liyi 
God is the Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt—that Hewho 
ſent Chriſt into the world—He who was in. him recon- 
ciling the world unto himſelf by Chriſt—He that raiſed 
Kine thgm the degi=—Ho Ho, anxjie im rch. loc 
right hand to be a Prince and a Sayiour-He that hath 
given him to be head over all things to the church, and 
hath put all things under his feet—He' that will judge 
the world by Chrift is. this, I fay, a God of my own 
forming whom the ſcripture knows nothing of ? Yet 
this is that divine perſan of whom I have ſaid, that he is 
the living God: but you deny all this, and have had 
the boldneſs to aſſert that this is forming a Deity of my 
own, in oppoſition to ſcripture ; who would haye believed 
chat a charge ſo manifeſtly falle and wicked Ante om 
been made by a profeſſed friend, and a chriſtian ? 


" Onjicr, 4. « God the Word is a perſon diftinQt from 
our hature, but as ſeparate from it, is not the Mediator, 
By aſſuming our nature he officially humbled himſelf ; and 
by that means was capable of being our Mediator, —Al- 
though the Deity may be, and frequently in ſcripture, 
is adored, in the name of any of the divine perſons ; yet 
ir ever muſt be cc nſi lered in, e 
the God- man ä 7.8. 


 AnsW, 1. Here you plainly aſſert, that mankind had no 
Mediator with God until the days of John the baptf 


t See Divige Revelation, p. 132-146 
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1s not this a dire? contradiQtion to the podle teſtimony 


of him; for if Chriſt was not a Mediator before he took 
fleſh, how could Jeſus Chriſt, i, e. the anginted Saview, 
or, how could the Old-Teſtament ſaints come to, God, 
and ferve, him vich acceptance, ſering Chriſt is the way 
to God, and no man cometh to the Father but by him ? 
John xiy. 6, Rut St, Paul, in plain terms, denics your 
aflertion to be true, © God, faith the apoſtle, gave us 
grace in CR r,“ not in Gon, but in CHRIST, a per- 
ſon anointed of God, before the world was, 2 Tim, i, . 
Do not theſe words evidently declare, that the perſon of 
the Mediator thex exiſted, and that he was appainted to 
bear that office for us, before the world began ; accordingly 
Chriſt himſelf faith, I was ſet up, or anointed from ever- 
laſting ; therefore, your doctrine is not true, becauſe it 
is not according to the ſcriptures, | 


You tell us likewiſe, that he officially humbled him- 
ſelf ; pray what do you mean by rialhy, did not Chriſt 
really humble himſelf ? if. not, which I think is denied by 
your ſyſtem, then you make him to be a'Mediator, not 


een ae ood 
ouly. 


Axs w. — th hgh ht Dn 
is ever adored but in the name of one divine perſon only, 
viz. of God the Father; pray Sir, in your next, point 
out the ſcriptures where it is otherwiſe, for you fay the 
contrary is frequently declared therein: But if, as you 
lay, uach of the divine perſons 16 te de ipprodeBed 

7 ihrou h 


| 163 
through the God-man, how then can the ſecond perſon 
be approached at all? for there is no other God-man Me. 
diator by whom we might approach him ; and as you 
plainly declare that the Word made fleſh is himſelf the 
God-man, I infer that you never do, nor can adore the 
Worp, as a divine perſon, at all: for he mult, you ſay, be 
ever conſidered in, and approached by the God-man ; but 
he himſelf you tell us is that very perſon. Is not, then, my 
dear Sir, your whole ſcheme full of confuſion, and your 
reaſoning upon it void of ſenſe ?—But to what ſhall I 

impute it ?—to what, but to the ambiguity and ſelf- con- 
tradiction of that hypotheſie, which you have unhappily 
eſpouſed, and too haſtily undertaken to defend ? | 


© Oo » = & 


| OsJecr. 5. * The ſcriptures produced by Mr. ELLior 
| in this paragraph, only manifeſt ' the œconomy of the 
| covenant, as mentioned above (ſee p. 2.) and ſhews the 
harmony of the divine three in the affair of our ſalvation; 

in which the Son and Spirit, without loſing any of their 

divine properties, agreed to act and appear as the Father's 

ſervants.” p. 8. | | 


Aus w. I deſire you will ſhew me from ſcripture, where it 
is faid that the Son and Spirit, as DIVINE PERSONS, agreed 
to att as the Father's ſervants ; 1 find no ſuch thing in my 
Bible : beſides, this repreſentation of things makes them 
three diſtin Beings, that is, three gods; and one of 

£ them far ſuperior to the other two. Whatever Mr. 
” SHRUBSOLE may imagine, his doctrine appears to me to 
e orthodox enly in name, but in reality is Kimi. 
WHETHER | 


71 


' WHETHER the ſcriptures I have cited ſpeak any things 
of ſuch eveonomy as Mr. SyxUBSOLE contends ſor, I. 
leave to be determined by the Chriſtian Reader: ſee the 
ſollowing texts, John iv. 23, 24. Matt. xi. 25. John xiv. 
6. Heb: vii. 25. Rev. i. 6. 1 Cor. xv. 24, 28. Eph. iii. 14.) 
. e ec ö 


an 6. * «© Why did not Chriſt disc thoſe to pray 

to the Father who paid divine honors to him We 
never find him rebuking ſuch perſons, or cautioning them 
to addreſs the Father as in him; nor do we ever find him 
iſerting that he was the Father; no, ſuſtaining the office 
of Mediator, he prayed to and was ſupported by the Fa- 
ther ; and as the divine Son incarnate Nen e 
r ...n a 
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Axsw. 1. He over and over declared, that the Father 
vas in him; and he directed his diſciples to pray to the 
Father, both by precept and example—** When ye pray, 
fy, our Father . and I thank thee, O Father, Lord of 
heaven and eatth ;"—inl again, © Father, I thank thee 


it fat ches Ball dne me," Ke. 
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Axsw, 2. Tbe honors they paid to Chriſt were not 2s to 
be living God, but as to his Son, the Meſſiah, ſaying, I hou 
ut Chriſt the Son of the living God. „As ſuch they de⸗ | 


ieved on him, and as ſuch they preached him, John vi. 69. 
(Gs ix. 20. 2 Cor. i. 19. I Thefl. i. 10. When Mirtha 


= ———.— 7. 307, 308. 
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Gaid, 


18 1. 
faid, * I know that even now whatſoever thou wilt afk of 
God, God wilt give it thee;” did ſhe believe that Chriſt im- 
ſel f, was the true God? and when the diſciples ſaid, By 
did they believe him to be that God from whom he came? 
 Certaitilynot : 1 
paid him that honor which God hath commanded ; and 
e N "GI" 5 W 


Aue. 34 e 
a0 · Mediator, prayed to, and was ſupported by the Father, 
you deny all that you have ſaid about his diſtin Deny; 
for it was the perſon that prayed, and the perſon that wa 
ſupported ; yet that perſon, you lay, was a divine perſon, 
the living God ; ſuch amazing contradictions attend your 
ſcheme—for though in word, you ſem to contend for 
1 n nn * 1 


W 7. « Sometimes a divine ſenſe of 1 own 
perſonal merit, as God- -man-mediator, turns his prayer 
into 2 Godlike claim, ſuch as, © Father, I will that they 
alſo whom thou haſt given me, be with me where I am,” 
&c, Such language as this, from the moſt exalted crea- 
ture to its Creator, is inſufferable according to our ideas 


of what is fit and proper.” P. II. 


_ "The whole of this glarious E of our Lord, 
breathes a very different doctrine from yours: in this pal: 
ſage is.z prayer, to whom? to him whom Chriſt bim- 
ſelf calls the only true God for whom ? for perſons whom 
he declares that God the Father bad given him hat is bi 
petition 
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git for ? that Hp hight wit him to behold the 
glory which that ſame God, even the Father » alſo had given 
him,—Can then any thing be plainer? Doth he not all 
long preſerve a proper diſtinction between himſelf, and the 
living God his F ather ? 


J o 


NEITHER doth that mode of ſpeech, bow, 1 will, im- 
port any ſuch thing as you ſuppoſe ; it might have beth 
properly rendered, J aſt, or defire, ſo Beza, «© gl, opto, 
I defire, for Chriſt ſpeaks here in bis uſual manner as 
Mediator of interceſſion; in this very prayer he had be- 
fore often uſed the word tere, i. e. rage, that is, Taſt; 
and the diſciples, when ſupplicating Chriſt himſelf, uſe 
the word bn, we will, or we deſire,” Mark x. 35. Thus 
the learned Beza, though a ſtrict Trinitarian, was aſham- 
ed of ſuch ſorry ſhifts to make even the doctrine, which 
himſelf pe appear-plauſible, | 


Osjxcr. 8. Theſe two natures (viz. the divine * 
human) in Chriſt are ſo wonderfully united, that in 
ſcripture they frequently exchange properties with each 
other, Thus God is ſaid to bleed and die, though we 
know the Deity is impaſſible. And the manhood is ſaid 
to be in different places at the ſame time, which we are 
certain cannot Fo" &c. p. 12. 


Aus w. 1. If thy ſcripture in one caſe ſometimes makes 
uſe of forms of ſpeech, and ſays that, which, according 
to your own confeſſion, if literally taken, is impoſſible, 
and cannot be true z why may it not do the ſame in an- 
ether? Now it is plain; that if the word that was with 
| . God, 


|. 0:3 
God, was in a proper ſenſe himſelf God, then there would 
be two gods, one God with another God: but we know 
chat cannot be, for to us there is but one God the Father: 
therefore both the terms cannot * 


and literal ſenſe. 


4 - 4 

Axsw. 2. We deny that the manhood of Chriſt is at 

any time ſaid to be in different places at the ſame time, 

or that God is ſaid to bleed and die, John iii. 13. and 
Ads xx. 2B. prove neither, as hath been ſhewn already, 
Beza alſo commenting on the words, © who is in heaven,” 
John iii. 13. adds, Vel qui erat, or * who was in heaven,” 

as Chriſt himſelf afterwards ſpeaks, chap. vi, 62. 
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' Onzxcr. 9. © When the gift of righteouſneſs is ſaid 
to be by one man Jeſus Chriſt, it is the ſame as to fay, 
by one God- man Mediator,” Pe 13 | 


Axew. Here you ſeem to charge the "hpi with 
ſaying what he did not mean; for there is a very im- 
portant difference between theſe words, one man Jeſus 
Chriſt ; and thoſe, one Ged- man Mediator: and for a 
ſenſible perſon to deny this, is a plain proof, that a pre- 
judiced man can hardly be counted a reaſonable man: Is 
it not unaccountable that the apoſtles ſhould never once 
uſe the term Ged-man, and ſhould always ſay the man 
Chriſt, if they meant thereby a God- man but it will be 
found, I doubt not, that the apoſtles always meant as they 
ſpake; and that it would have been the wiſdom and piety of 
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N | 18e Divine Revelation. p. 76, 238, 239. 
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tles did: Your addition alſa v the ſacred text ſeems to 
deny that the apoſtles were both! wiſe and, faithful: not 
rally and conſtantly mean yery different from what they 
intended — not faithful, in that they kept back an eſſen- 
tal, nay, aboording to you, the moſt eſſential part of the 
poſpel ;—buit we believe that the apoſtles were both able and 
faithful miniſters of Chriſt; and that Mr. Shrubfele is very 
far from having attained to their meaſure ofeither.— Beſides, 
if others may be allowed to take the ſame liberty with 
the ſcriptures. which you have taken, they may . 
uh 5 RAE EPRENN * dl en 
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Conan er 
under the lat, as for à man to be in heaven and earth at 
the ſame time. A divine perſan alſo may equally be ſaid 
erer, 
bed in n. bud *. | | 

. 5 00 

Axsw. Youthew told us already that the manbood 
cannot be in heaven and earth at the ſame time, neither 
tan Jehovah be made under the law: If, therefore, ſuch, 
prefions occurred in ſcripture, but they do not, yet by 
your own confeſſion they muſt be taken in a ſenſe not 
wteral, but but Chriſt; who redeemed us un- 
o God by his blogd, was not figuratively but literally; 
nade under the law, and alſo made a curſe for us; if not, 
ww could Chriſt, in a proper ſenſe, be ſaid to redeem us 
om the curſe ? A figurative redemption can only prigs, 
hace a figurative deliverance: neither is it a parallcb caſe to, 

B 2 ſay 


* 


cn) 

ſay that a divine perſon is made ſin, becauſe, &c. for the 
ſcripture expreſly ſays, We are made the righteouſneſs 
of God in Chriſt,” but the former no where occurs; and 
you yourſelf own it to be impoſſible for a man to be in 
ee — 2 
the caſe parallel, you deny the poſſibility of both. 


er. 1t. SatiafaQtion for fin can indeed only be 
made by ſuffering the penalty of the law, which penalty 
is the eternal deſtruction of the ſinner z I would aſk, what 
creature can make ſatisfaction in ſuch a caſe ? Chriſt 
Jeſus, who is God the Word made fleſh, ſuffered pain 
and death in our nature; God the Father ſupported him 
as his ſervant; and God the Spirit aſſiſted him to offer 
himſelf without ſpot to God, &c. — and the Trini- 
tarian ſyſtem is true,” p. 14.—* God the Word aſſumed 
our nature, that a proper atonement might be made, and 
the other divine perſons aſſiſted effcrally,” p. 1 5.—* God 
is ſaid to purchaſe the church with his own blood: thus 
an infinite perſon is ſaid to ſuffer.” —** I ayer that no one 
but He, whoſe blood is called the blood of God, could 
make ſatis faction for ſin.” —<* The Word, who was with 
God, and who was God, * Ka nature, and ſuffered 
death for us, p. 15.—“ Our Saviour is both God and 
man in one perſon, as ſuch he ſuffered,” p. 21. 


- Answ. 1. This is little elſe but bare ind bold affertcn 
without any proof; ſcripture perverted and corrupted— 
and the whole is a plain and poſitive declaration that 
Chriſt, as an infinite divine perſon, i e. as the living God, 
did actually ſuffer the wrath of God, and was made 4 


curſe for men: Is not this ſhockingly profane and blaF- 
phemous ? 
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phemous ? And will any of the Trinitarians henceforth, 
preſume to deny, that they make Deity irſelf to ſuffer, 


when theſe champions of their cauſe, Meſſrs, Weir and 
Shrubſole, have ſo plainly and ftrongly aſſerted it but 
Rop : Mr. Shrubſole himſelf hath told us again and 
again, that Deity is impaſfible,” and incapable of 
ſuffering: therefore all the above ſtrong expreſſions, 
wherein he hath expreſly declared the contrary, muſt 
go for nothing ; perhaps he means, as he ſeems to think 
the apoſtles themſelves ſometimes did, quite otherwiſe than 
his words declare, | 


ANSW. 2. I have already ſhewn the ſenſe of Acts xx. 
28t; and fince I have ſeen the Syriac verfion, I am the 
more confirmed that we have given the true and proper 
ſenſe of the text: for the Syriac reads it thus, Feed the 
church of nm Dhlfs, of Chriſt, which he pur- 
chaſed with his own blood ;” and this, I doubt 1 N 
the true and certain meaning of the paſſage. 

Axs w. 3. As you acknowledge that fatisfa&tion for fin 
can only be made by ſuffering, &c. I would aſk, Can the 
Creator, the living God, thus make ſatisfaction? You 
yourſelf have declared the contrary—therefore, as you af= 
firm that no creature, under which you include the man 
Chriſt Jeſus, could do this; and at the ſame time affirm, 
that God himſelf could not ſuffer, then I may with equal 
confidence aver, chat fin never was nor can be atoned for: 
and thy yo dais the Yue © e fable, and deſtroy 
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N of the whole world : "but we fiedralily be 
and dare affirm, . that the man Chriſt Jeſus, without i in- 


cluding Deity in any ſenſe whatever, as ſuffering, could, 


and did make a full, perſect, and nee, 


for the ſins of men. 


LW 


* AvsW; 4+ You "here alſo, i in my opinion, hays plainly 
declared, that there are three Gods, unleſs 1 you have ac- 
cuſtomed Yourſelf to make uſe of words without ideas ; ; or, 
to ſay one thing and mean another: for you tell us, page 
12. that there are three infinite divine perſons ; and here 
again you affirm, that one of theſe was $ ſervant, to another, 
and that he was affi fied by a third. Could any Tritheif 
be more, full and explicit ? Thus Mr. Shrubſole, having 
after ſome fort, made out a Trinity of dependent, indopen- 
dent beings, he ſeems to exult, and! in a kipd, of - tranſport 
cries' out, Wo the Trinitarian doctrine is true,” What 
Trinitarian doctrine i is true? Mr. Skrubſole” 8. How doth 
he prove it ? Why thus, he firſt deſcribes the doctrine, 
and having told us what he, hath imagine. it to be, he 
then immediately affirms" it to be true: 4 that the ſum, 
of hr reaſoning, and the whole of his proof amounts to 
this : « 1, W. Shrubſole, do tay and afirm, that the 
Trinitarian' doctrine i is what 1 have declared it to be F 
and, therefore, I ſay again, "that the T'RIXITARIAS 
DOCTRINE is true :” but ſome perſons. perhaps, will 


be ready to ſays. Are we then to believe. it upon his 


bare word ? Why did he not prove his aſſertion. from the, 


ſcripture ; for not one ſingle text is referred to, or cited 


by him? I will tell thee, reader, why he did not, viz. 


bagauſe he could not: for the ſcripture doctrine is, in 
| this 
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his particular, as oppoſite to Mr. Shrubſole's as light to 
| darkneſs, and truth to error : Mr. Sbrubſole aſcribes weak- 
neſs and mutability to the divine Being, which the ſcrip- 

ture never d6th .—The ſeriptures reveal but one infinite 
; 

divine perſon ; 3 but Mr. $hrubſole ſays, there are three : 
and thus my miſtaken friend goes on to contradict the 
ſcripture, until, at ul. he happily contradicts himſelf. _ 


On JECT, 12. Who that divine | perſon was, ' that 1 
ſcripture ſaith dwelt in and was united to the human na- 
ture, is eaſily anſwered from John i. 1, 14, * The Word 
was with God, and the Word was God ;—and the Word 
was made fleſh, Kc. p. 4 


Answ. 1. As you do not uſe dan gn you 
ought to have ſhewn us how-your words and the apoſtles 
may be reconciled, for they do not mean the very ſame 
thing ; but according to your gloſs on the text when the 
woſtle ſaith, The Word was made fleſh,” his meaning 
is that the Word was made human nature; but the terms 
feſh and human nature, do not mean exactly the ſame, for 
human nature means a great deal more than fleſh ; and 
that fleſh which the Word aſſumed is ever ſpoken of in 
(cripture,'as à part only of human nature, that is, a human 
body, and is therefore called the bee of bit fle t; and 
thoſe ſcripture phraſes — The Word was made fleſn“— 
God ſent forth his Son made of a woman” -. made of 
the ſeed of David according to the flcſh”—* Jeſus Chriſt 
is come in the fleſh,” &c. evidently mean the ſame thing: 
o that the 1 of them is puny this; chat the 


in 2 $64 wy Anſwer to Me, wur f. 1. v. | 
Word, 
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Word, er Son of God, Jeſus Chrift, who before he cam 
into the world was a pure ſpirit, did in the fulneſs of time 
aſſume, and was united to a human body, which God 
the Father had prepared for him; therefore the Word 
made fleſh, is the man Chriſt Jeſus, and no other ; and 
it hath been fully proved already, that the divine perſon 
who dwelt in Chriſt was God the Father: this Chriſt | 
himſelf who beſt knew, bath declared oyer and over ; 
and we know that his teſtimony is true. 


Axsw. 2. As your miſtake ſeems, in a great meaſure, 
to ariſe from not conſidering, why Chriſt is called the 
Wop ; perhaps an obſervation or two on that head may 
not be unacceptable to ſome. of my readers. Now a Hard, 
in commen language, is an articulate ſound, whereby one 
perſon declares his mind, or thoughts to another ; it is not 
the proper image of his mind, but the diſcovery of it ; 
A word then is the ſpeaker's medium or inſtrument of 
communication, by which he reveals and diſcovers the 
ſecrets of his mind and will to ſome other perſon, When 
therefore, this name is metaphorically transferred to a proper 
perſon, ſo that one perſon is called the Won of another, 
it muſt be uſed in a ſimilar ſenſe, elſe the name would 
ſeem to be improper ; that is to ſay, the perſon bearing 
that name is ſo called, becauſe another declares his 
mind, and ſpeaks by bim, . 
Won. | 


Answ, 3 When Chriſt is called the LoGos, whether 
it ſignifies word, or wiſdom, or reaſon ; that name, if lite- 
rally and ſtrictly taken, doth not import, nor can mean 2 
proper 
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proper perſon ; )for the word, or wiſdom, or reaſon A 
Being, is not another perſon in diſſ inction from himſelf ; 
but if Chriſt, who is ſo called, be a proper perſon that 
. was. with God, and conſequentiy du from Gor, as 
we firmly believe; then he ſeems to be (et, forth under 
- the metaphor of a word, to dente, that God by him, 80 
dy a proper inſtrument, always ſpake, and yet ſpecks 
unto. a; for if in all his ways and in all his works, God 
reveals himſelf and ſpeaks by Chrifty as the (cripture teſ- 
tifiex he doth f then Chriſt may with propriety be, called 
his word ;—As the church's foundation, Chriſt is meta- 
Phorically called a. fone, 2 living Zone 3 and why. may he 
not alſo by the fame metaphor, though on another a- 
count: be called the word, the: /iving werd? Neither doth 
the term werd,- give us any idea of 2 4 vine ferm 
, eee 
"OT 09H „ tl ao $710 BT; 
Few Tur fame perſon idle called the Warp 
Con, Rev. xvii, 23. he doth not ſay, the word God, 
nor God the Mord (which are phraſes the ſcripture knows 
nothing of) but the Word of God, ſo Heb. iv. 12.4 Pet, 
i. 32. As then Chriſt is a proper perſon diſtinct from 
God; it ſeems fy Hit thift reaſonable to ſappoſe tat He is 
called the Nr of. op; becauſe by him, as by a Proper 
medium and ĩnſtrumerm, God ſake all thirigs into being 
and  hath' revealed hie to-Niv church in all dgesyby. 
him; and becuaſe Cheiſt ſpeaks immediately from God 
al} that he heard, and whatſoever the Father hath ſuid 
unto him 2 hence he faith; * Albthings are delivered ume 
to me of my Father, and no man knoeth who the Fathen 
is but the Son, and he tou hom ſoe verthe Bon will reveal him. 
a 0 Matt. 
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Man . 27. for, No man hath ſeen God at any time, 
che only begotten Son, who is in the boſom of the Futh, 
"he hath revealed him,” John i. 18. and again, * Whit 
he hath ſcen and heard that he teftifieth—for be when G 
* Bath ſent fpeaketh the 4745 C. for God yiverh net 
the Spirit by meaſure unto him,” John ii." 34. therefdte 
Chriſt himſelf hath epreſly tciified, that he ſpake'nothitdg 
def himfelf, but as his Father had taught him, John vi. 
228. und again; 4% Whatſocver I ſpeak thejefors} even us 
the Father ſaid unte me, ſo L ſpeak,“ chap, ii. 50. but 
this is far mbre evident yet ; ſor to bis own diſtiphs 


be faith; © The words which I ſpeak, I ſpeak not my 
ſelf and again, * The wird which you hear, is nit m, 
but the''Fothir's who ſent me,” Jobn xv. 24. Is it not 
then plain from the ſacred writings; that God doth not [ 
ſpeak to us without the Son, but always by his Son; an i 
that Chriſt the Son ſpeaks unto us, neither more nor leſs 1 
chan what he hears; and is commanded of the Father? it 
and therefore, as I humbly conerive, the only begotten hn A 
is callc@ the Word, roo at re ke 
alſo He made the worlds. 5% Gy tt 
7.010 Mil nr m 
Aer. But cr of al yaprchjotions w in 
de 


us, relating to the perſon of Chriſß, ſerms to reſt 09 
(after the manner of the;Papiſts, in deferice of their doc- 
trite of tranſubſtantiation) you coatinoally urge without 
any explanation of the text 3 1 thall endeavor to gite 
their true ſenſe and meaning: yet I might have ſpared 
myſelf this trouble, for you have not made uſe of one ar- 


| guithient to prove, that the apoſtle, hy theſe words, meant 
the 
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the ſame thing which you mean by them ; neither. hare 
you ſo much as attempted to obyiate my objeRions to 
your ſenſe of the pallage : Now Ha fen, not in oppoſition 
to the apoſtle, but te to Mr, Shrubſole, that there, is but 
one God the Father ; and, as the Word | is confeſſodly 
not_the Father, and thoſe texts, "John i. 1. and 1 Car. 
vlu, 6. do in the Jeter ſep to contradi each other, and 
ban regs muſt needs he fue; we ought to con- 
ber hich. of them is to be taken reh, and which 
2963. for it is certain that both of them cannot be under- 
Rood in a ſtrict and /iteral ſenſe. You aſſert, © The Word 
auf Gad; I maintain, ** ta us there is but one Cad the Fur 
ther; ſtill you urge, oyer and over, the very ſame thing, 
ring, © The Word vas God :”. To ſuch reaſoning as 
this, if it deſerve. the name, I as often. anſwer, To us there 
is but one Gad the Father,” Now, what is this, but ſtriy- 
ing abqut words, or rather oppoſing ſcripture to ſcripture ; 
if we do not come to an explanation of the texts, and 
attempt. to ſhew how the apoſtles are to be reconciled : 
for ay hoth af them were divinely inſpired, and ſpake by 
the infallible Spirit of God, they cannot be ſuppoſed to 
maintain a direct contradiction to each other; — therefore, 
in order to reconcile and ſettle the ſenſe of thoſe texts, I 
. ruf attend to the following conſiderations: 


1. Jong doch nt fay, «To us there is but one God the a 
Word; but Paul ſaith, ©* To us there is but one God 
the Father; therefore he words of the latter apolite aye 
more expreſs and determinate than the words of the former; 


conſequently Paul's words are to be taken {erally and 
erh, and John's not. 
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| nne 
and declare to us, who is the true God, as oppoſed unto, 
and diſtinguiſhed from, all other, that are called God; 
but only to ſhew that Chriſt had a proper being and er- 
iſtence with God before the world was ; and that all things 
were created by him, and that God made nothing without 
him: but St. Paul's expreſs deſign is to ſhew, and teſtify, 
that there is but one God, and to point him out to us in 
nis own proper perſon and Being ; and that as oppoſed un- 
to, and diſtinguiſhed from all other, that are called God, 
both in heaven and earth 3 and he aſſertu, in oppoſition 
to them all, that to us there is but one God the Father? 
therefore, as Paul is proſeſſedly treating of the ſubjeR, 
and John is not; it is moſt reaſonable to ſuppoſe that he 
ſpeaks without a figure, and that his words are to be taken 
literally and properly: and whereas he aſſerts, "there is 
but one God the Father z he doth thereby exclude every 
perſon from being that one God, in triQneſs and pro» 

priety of ſpeech, that is not the Father but the Word h 
not the Father ; therefore, if the apoſtle? $ teſtimony is trite, 


it is certain that the n pakndly een 
is not that one God. 


3. Joux himſelf doth in plain and — terms di- 
Ainzuih the word from the one true God, for he. faith, 
The word was with Cod,“ i. e. with the Father, 16 
himſelf alſo elſewhere declares, 1 John i. 2. ſo that John 
afſerts, in a perfect agreement with Paul, that the out 
Gon abjolutely and ſtrictly taken, is the Father; and 
whereas he, at the ſame time, declares that the Word was 

D | : with 
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with God the Father; he plainly ſhews that the Word is 
not himſelf that one God —beſides, if the Won is not 
to be conſidered in his whole perſon or being, as diſtinct 
from God]; I cannot ſer, and I believe you cannot tell me, 
how it can with propriety, or truth, be ſaid, that he was 
with God. I hope you are no Sabellian ;——for- if one 
perſan or Being is ſaid to be with another ; he himſelf 
cannot be that very perſon or Being with whom he was ; 
for then it would not be ſaid, that he was with him, but 
that he himnſelf was that very Being: but John declares 
ver and over, that the Word was with God ; fo that 
your ſenſe of the text denies the Word to be with God-s 
becauſe id makes him to be that very Being with whom he 
was :—Bear his name he may, ſor God hath given his 
name to many beſides himſelf ; but that ſelf-ſame Being he 
cannot be, becauſe he is declared to be with him, There- 
fore, it cannot be ſaid of one and the ſame perſon; in ſtrict- 
refs, and propriety of ſpeech, that he is abſelytey Gov, and 
alſo with God, becauſe there is but one God; but if one of 
the terms is to be taken properly, and the other not, then 
i is plain from John himſelf, that the Word's being with 
God is to be taken properly, and the other not ; for he 
both begins and ends his teftimony N a AF Ex 
on os re 


4. Wren Paul faith, «Tous there is but one God the 
Father,” he doth x the ſame time declare, that the Lord 
Jefus Chriſt (who-is that very perſon whom John calls 
the Word) waz alſo in the beginning with God the Fa- 
ther ; for he " there exprely teſtifies, that all things ars 


[ 2a } 
of that ons Gon the FatuE ; and all things ate by thay 


ons Lox Jeſus Chrift : as then John declates all thingy 
| were made by the Word, that was with Gad ; and Paul 
declares, that all things were made by Jeſus Chriſt; 450 
as both of them do at the fame time, and on the ſame oc« 
caſion, expreſly diſtinguiſh that (ame perſon from the living 
God z it plainly and neceſſarily follows, that when Joha 
calls the Word, Gon; he means it not abſolutely and 
properly, but in a ſubordinate ſenſe : but this is far more 
certain yet, for as Paul ſaith, * There is to us but one 
God the Father,” ſo John likewiſe not only tells us, that 
the Word was with God the Father, but alſo teſtifis 
that the Father is . the only true God ;” and in each of 
thoſe texts, where theſe things occur, ſee John i. 1. 1 Cor, 
vili, 6, John xvii. 3. Chriſt, the Word, and Son of God, 
is expreſly mentianed as another perſon, or Being; in di- 
ſtinctian from God: thus the apaſtles * 2 and 
teſtify the very ſame thing, | 


8. Tus Ward, and Son of e 
perſon, and in that ſenſe are terms ſynonymous, John i. 14 
Now we know that Chriſt is the Son of the LIVING Gon 
and as ſuch, he is as properly and pertonally diſhnG fron 
qhe living God, as he is diſtinct from the Father; ith, 
therefore, the Son is himſelf the Father, or he is not it 
his own proper perſon, the living God: you cannot, [ 
think, poſſibly deny the former, wichout maintaining the 
? latter; and, on the contrary, you cannot deny the latte, 
= without maintaining the former : but the apoſtles, aol 


alſo Chriſt himſelf, have teſtified again and again, t bel 
ood; 
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will never be able to ſapport this part of yo range ſy- 
Rem on any cher that SabllI us principles :—but I am fo#- 
ry 16 flkd chat fuel tenetw are" very prevalent; and ex- 
pouled by many, in bur day, though as contrity do ſerip- 
ture'as to common ſenſe; by whom —— 
ene "Shrabfole hint. 
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6. Tar the apaitl, then be faith, A wen e 
with God," is to be undepſtook properly, ſcems plain from 
the text itſelf, for he twice aſſerts that the Word was with 
and only ums ſaye, that t the Word was God 
therefore. tir je to be interpreted by that's for dun teſtimey 
nies equally clear and expreſs, ought to determine the 
ſenſe of awe; ſingle teftimony, chat ſcems to differ from 
dem z * for in the / mouth of two or three Witneſſes 
ſhall every word be eſtabliſhed,” —Again , either  ſcripy 
ture, nor reaſon will warrant us to put any other ſenſe | 
upon. the phraſe, The Herd was with God, but bat is 
literal and groper ; but reaſon and ſcripture both, go al- 
low, and warrant us to put a different ſenſe upon that 
mxpreſſion, The Ward, was. God; for the. ſeripture hath 
given the name God to other Beings beſides the true God, 
both to men and angels ; and how much more ſhould the 
ame be given to Chriſt, mag is the angel gf, Jehovah's | 
preſence, and the man of Gpd'+right hand—rrjght reaſon 
alſo declares ) the fame thing i for, when an, ue) js called 
God, who at the: ſame tire; is (ad to bg. with (50d, and 

» expredly diftingwidhed (rom him f it is reaſonable to, b: 
poſe that the name is given $0 him. on aocount, of the office 
te bears, or the relation. in which he ſtands to the one true 
J being by n one with God, or 2 
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ployed by him, to act in his name ; and fo having his pre- 
ſence, authority, and power, always with him, Had the 
ſcripture, indeed called no one perſon or Being, Gad, ex- 
cept the only true God; there would ay 
weight in your objeQion z but ſeeing the ſcripture, which 
cannot be broken, gives that name to many others, beſides 
the one living and true God, it is of no force at all; fee 
Exod. vil. 1. xxii. 28. Plalmlxxxii; J, 6: John x. 34. 
n 7·  exxxviii. ol 5 enn 


- LasrLy, That A o bee God; we Neon 
well as you ; but we are forbid by all the apoſtles, to call 
him that God with whom he was, before he came into 
the world; who alſo ſent him into the world; and prepared 
him a body of fleſh ; to hom the Word incarnate offered 
himſelf for the fins of Men ; at whoſe right hand he 
now ſits, who alſo maketh ifiterceſſion for us. For it is 
manifeſt that H who fitr at God's right hard, aunt be 
ruar Gp, a whije right hand be fits; but he men 
well 'be' ſuppoſed to bear his name, ſeeing the living 
God his Father, hath appointed him to be the Judge af 
quick and dead, and hath given him to have life in hin- 
ſelf, and hath made him the Head of all principality, and 
power, and hath commanded- every knee to bow to 
him j in toben as duelleth all the faust of the 'Godbial 
beth. Moreover, in all thoſe paſſages where Chriſt is mol 
plainly and certainly called God ; the Holy" Obel, 
as foteſeeing what miſtakes and errors men would al 
| into on this head, hath in the'fame place, and at the ſame 
ume, exptdlly declared, that there is anoehir befide 
Chad, and who, as diſtin from him, and above him, 


C i J 
i abſelutef; calle Gov, and his Gov : for a proof of this, 
fee John i. 1. & Heb! E 8, 9. compared with Pſalm xlv. 6,7. 
do that no conſiderate perſon could eaſily err therein, without 
wreſting thoſe plain texts; eſpecially when comparing them 
with John x. 3% 38. 36. & 1 Cor. viii. 5, 6. 


CAvitird öbjections may be made by — 
minds; but I am perſuaded no ſolid argument can be 
urged againſt theſe texts, thus conſidered and explained 
their ſenfe and meaning being, as I conceive, ſo obvious 
ind manifeſt to an unprejudiced mind, that a novice in 
the faith, even a babe in Chriſt, cannot but underſtand 
ind be ſatisfied with it. 
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be Sein Paige, r men 
xe juſtified by works, and not by faith only; how would 
Mr. Shrubſole prove to the contrary ? He would pro- 
tably produce St. Paul's teſtimony in his epiſtle to the 
Galatians, ad and zu chapters; and in many other 
places, particularly in his epiſtle to the Romans; but the 
Papiſt might urge the authority of the apoſtle James, 
who faith in expreſs words, that a man is juſtificd by 
vorks, and not by faith only: Mr. Shrubſole might at- 
tempt to argue the point with him, endeavoring to ſhew 
at James doth! not ſpeak of juſtification in the ſight of 
God, and exactly in the fame ſenſe as Paul doth; but 
the Ramm perhags pays no attention to his reaſoning, 
tor will admit his ſenſe of the words; but only adheres 
o the letter of -the text, and continues to inſiſt upon it, 
that James held, and taught the doctrine of Juſtifigation 
by Works : Now if ſuch a Phariſce ſhould appear to you 
D to 


1 


II == 


- — —ę— 


a 4) ———p—ůp—jꝙiẽ¶ ᷑ aja eng 
* 


(45 } 
to be unreaſonably obſtinate, and perverſe; could yoo, 
my Friend, blame him, without condemning yourſelf 
for hath not this been your own conduct in the point 


| debated between us ? I have made uſe of ſeveral arguments 


to prove, both from the ſcope of the paſlage, and from 
the plain teſtimony of other ſcriptures, that the text which 
you have cited, cannot have that meaning which you put 
upon it ; yet you have not attended to one of them, but 
have continued obſtinately to urge the bare letter of the 
text, and inſiſt upon its being taken literaly; although, 
to underſtand it thus, is to make the. apoſtles in direct 
terms, to contradict both themſelves, and one another, 
— The beginning alſo of every epiſtle is a clear and full 
proof of re 
e 


. 13. « Chriſtians of found faith know nothing 
of fugranis — objefts of divine worſhip. They 
worſhip Jehovah their God in three perſons, and him 
any do they ſerve. This God is only to be known, throagh 
2 p- 6. 


Ans w. 1. Where do the holy . ſpeat 
of Jehovah, their God ; as exiſting in three perſons ? I 
read of no ſuch thing in all the Bible. Let Mr. Shrub- 
fole but prove his doctrine from that ſacred book ; and ] 
am ready to ſubſcribe it immediately : but I hope he doth 
not expect that I ſhould implicitly believe whatſoever he 
is pleaſed to advance, and receive his doctrine as divine on 
the dare credit of his authority, eſpecially when the ſcripture 
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1271 
teaches ns, and teſtifies directly the contrary to what he 
hath aſſerted ; for I there find, that Jchovah is ever (paken 
of, and always ſpeaks of himſelf, as one ſougle perſen—“ T 


am Jehovah,” Iſa, xlv. 3. Obſerve, he faith J, not wes 


now the pronoun I is not three perſons, but one only: 
again he ſaith, * I am God,” Plalax xlvi., 10. © I haye 
ſet my King,” Pſalm ii. 6. I will preſerve thee, and 
give thee for = Covenant of the people,” Liaiah xlix. g. 
and Chriſt himſelf teſtifies that this one Jehovab is hjs 
Father, © I thank thee, O Father, Lord of heaven and 
earth, Matt, xi. 25,-and again to the Jews he fa 
It is my Father that honoreth me, of whom ye ſay that 
he is your God,” John viii. 54.—and to his own diſciples 
he ſaith, I aſcend to my Father, and your Father; to 
wy God, and your God,” John xx. 17. And after Jeſys 
was glorified the apoſtles teſtify the ſame, ſo Peter, The 
God of Abraham, and of Iſaac, and of Jacob, the God of 
aur Fathers hath glorified his Son Jeſus,” Acts iii, 13. May 
we not then reaſonably expect that ſuch expreſs ſcriptures, 
ſo plain and fo full to the point, and which occur in 
almoſt every page of the Bible, would, at laſt, filenee, 
and ſtop the mouth of gainſayers ;. n men 
Tag gene? Pp th 


Bur what ſhall I fay, * the tongue is an unrulyeyil a 
of deadly poiſon, therewith bleſs we Gop, even the Fa- 
THER, and therewith curſe we men, who are made aſter 
the ſimilitude of God. My brethren, theſe things "pf 
not ſa to be,” James iii. 97 10. 
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Answ. 2. Gop you ſay is three perſons, and this God 
is only to be know through Jeſus Chriſt the God-man, 
| *whom, as God, you declare to be one of the three ; for; I 
ſoppoſe you would not make Chriſt a fourth God : Now 
what ſhall I call this? unintelligible jargon? or Mr. 
Shrubſole's dream ?- but it is nothing ſtrange for men in 
2 dream to be conſuſed, and talk nonſenſe; I myſelf, in 
times paſt, have done the ſame. It is plain alſo chat you 
here contradict yourſelf, denying in one part of your pro- 
poſition what you affirm in the other: for if Chriſt be a 
"Mediator between God and men by whom we come to God; 
certainly Chrift cannot be that Ged, to wuhem we came by 
Chrift; for a Mediator is not a Mediator of one, but 
God is one: he cannot be both the Mediator, and at 
that ſame Being with whom he mediates, therefore you 
muſt of neceſſity deny Chriſt to be the true God; or tte 
deny him to be the Mediator with God; for it is not 
poſſible that he ſhould be both che perſon giving the 
ranſom, and alſo the perſon receiving it ; the perſon inter- 
ceding, and alſo the perſon to whom he himſelf maler 
Interceſſion. Was it ever heard or known, that 4 Medi- 
ator is himſelf that Being with whom he mediates } Thi 

le's reaſoning on another occaſion may, I conceive, 
be applied in the preſent caſe, * If it be of works it is not 
of grace, otherwiſe grace is no more grace,” &c, in like 
manner if Chriſt be the Mediator with God, he is not 
that God with whom he mediates, otherwiſe a Mediator 
is no Mediator. 2. ee ats 
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Ans w. 
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Aus w. 3. 1 hope you will allow that the apoſtles were 
chriſtians of ſound faith-; and from their" writings, it 
hath, I conceive, been already ſhown, that they both 
knew, and have alſo taught us to know, and acknowledge 
two diſtinct objects of worſhip 5 one ſupreme, und the 
other ſubordinate; one Jehova the living God, and the 
other his Chriſt: Mr. Hervey plainly declared the ſame 
to have been his faith in the paſſage I have eited from him; 
and I think I might venture to challenge Mr. SHrubſole; 
or any other perſon, to exp to the contrary ; or that the 
apoſtle's words, or Mr. Herveys comment on them, cath 
be fairly conſtrued'to have any other meaning in then. 
But if by DIVINE worſhip/youttan that which iv peridiar 
to Jehovah,” we then allow there are not two ſuch” objeth 
of worſhip in any ſenſe whatever, for God is one: in that 
ſenſe there can be but one object of divine, or religions 
worſhip ; and as God can have no proper equul, ſo nei- 
ther is there any greater or leſs in the divine Being ; fox 
then he would be greater or leſs than himſelf,” which is 
abſurd ; but the queſtion is not, whether there be more 
than one proper object of divine worſhip ; but whether 
we are warranted in ſcripture to' worſhip any ather objeft 
beſides J8RHOvAn, and whether the worſhip paid to him 
be abſolute and ſupreme, or limited and ſubordinate We 
maintain that we have ſcripture authority for worſhipping 
one beſides the true God i riot with co-equal, but with 
ſubordinate worſhip, to whom all creatures in heaven and 
earth are commanded to bow : but you deny this; there- 
fore 1 ſhall endeavor to produce my warrant and authority 
s. for fo doing. Now; in the firſt place, I aſſert, that we 

} fg | are 
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dt. him; for the words not only ſhew them to be diſtind 


t 
are commanded to worſhip Chriſt, not as God, but as his 
fuſt-bora Son, the image of God; who i not only the 
firit-born among many brethren, that. is of che church; 


but alſo the firſt· born of all creation : this I ground on 
thoſe wards of the apoſtle; when he bringeth the fiſt. 
begatten into the world, he ſaith, And let all the an- 
gels of God worſhip him ;” here is à plain command to 
worſhip Chriſt as God's firſt-begotten ; and I ſuppoſ⸗ 
that Mr. Shrubſole himſelf will not fay, that the Living 
Gon, is the firſt begotten Gop: it is to be noted like» 
wiſe, that Jehovah himſelf is the ſpeaker ; and obſerve, 
he doth not ſay, worſhip me, but worſhip another belides 
me, even my frſt-harn Son, for he is worthy. —More- 
over, Ihe fir - born of a family is the lord and head of 
mat family, and as ſuch the church is pequired to worſhip 
Chriſt ; be is thy Lord, not Jewovan, but Ami, and 
zworſhip thou him. Now this, as I canceive, was declare 
in type when Iſaac bleſſed Jacob—** ſaying, Let people 
ſerve thee, and nations bow down to thee ; he lord over 
thy brethren, and let thy mother's ſons bow down to'thee,” 
Gen. xxyli. 20. ſee alſo Pſalm Ixxxix. 19-37. and Pſalm 
Ixxii,' throughout : and we are aſſured that the God of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, © hath anointed him, hia ferſt - bom 
———— of | as am hs, 


** 
2. Gop the Father hath ie i 


the Son; this is, another reaſon why we muſt hanor the 
Son as diſtinct from God the Father, and in ſubordination 
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objects, but plainly declare that one is greater than the 
other; 


[ 31 ] 

other ; far the Sow is appointed, and conſtituted Judge of 
all ; but it is God the Father whd dub made him ſo. Now 

jt is mahifeſt that the perſon who receives authority and 
power from another, is leſs than him from whom he re- 
ceived it, © for. without all contradiction the leſs is blefled 
of the better.” The ground alſo of this difference and in 
equality is evidently contained in the words themſelves z 
let him that readeth underſtand—the words are theſe, 
« The Father judgeth no man, but hath committed all 
judgment unto the Son, that all men ſhould honor the 
Son, even as they honor the Father ; he that honoreth not 
the Son, honoreth not the Father who hath ſent · him. 
Now it is plain that the honor here commanded; doth not 
relate to the Son, as the living God, or as à divine perſon, 
co-equal with the Father; but it reſpects him; as ating 
in the quality and office of a Fudge, and that as ons-ſent 
and appointed of the Father; for as a judge repreſents tho 
king's perſon, and acts by virtue of his commitfion and 
authority; the judge, i that capacity, is to be Honored 
eren as the King himſelf,” whoſe perſom he repreſents, 
and by whoſe authority he acts: in like manner Chrift 
tells us, that the Father judgeth no man,” i. e. imme 
diately and in his own perſon (for elſe the Father doth 
judge us: ſee Acts xvii. 31. 1 Pet: i. 17.) but He hatly 
committed all judgment untò the Son, and will judge us 


by him, becauſe it is his will and pleaſure, that all men 
ſhould Honor the Son, even as, they honor the Father:“ 
Neither doth the particle e, tranſlated ſometimes as, 
ſometimes even as, always denote abfolutrequality, but cn 
Aarative reſemblance, or likeneſs ; as is plain from its uſs 


t 1 p 
n John xii. 34. xv. 9. xvii. 22. ſee alſo Matt. v. 48; 


Chriſt alſo hath himſelf given us the reaſon, why this high 
| honor is conferred upon him; viz. becauſe he is the Son of 
man, i. e. becauſe he humbled himſelf to take fleſh,” and 
to die for us, according to the will of God, and as he had 
received 2 commandment from the Father. Therefore, 


58 Tux grand reaſon why we are commanded to wor- 
ſhip Chriſt is, becauſe he died for our ſins, and hath redeemed 
us to God by his blood : and this I take to be the proper 
ground of all that honor to which God hath exalted his 
Chriſt, as judge of the world, and Lord of all this . 
pears to me plain from the following ſcriptures—** God | 
hath given him authority to execute judgment becauſe he ; 
is the Son of man,” John v. ——* Therefore doth my 
Father love me becauſe I lay down my life, that I may take 
it again, John x, ——*© To this end Chriſt both 
died, and roſe, and revived, that he might be Lord both of 
| the dead and living,” Rom. xiv.——* He, commanded 
us to preach unto the people, and to teſtify that it is He 
whe is ordained of God to be the Judge of quick and 
dead,” Acts x.“ He was obedient unto death, even 
the death of the croſs, wherefore God alſo hath highly 
exalted him,” &c. Phil. li. ——* We. ſee Jeſus who 
was made a little lower than the angels, for the ſuffering 
of death, crowned with glory and honor,” Heb. 1.— 
*Worthy is the Lamb that was ſlain,” &c. Rev. v. 


x 4 Wa have divine warrant and authority or n 
ping Chriſt, as a perſon diſtin from God, becauſe God 
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kimſelf hath expreſly commanded it,—Now as he who 


| Fave the command is God, even that Gop who ſpake in 


lime paſt unto the fathers by the prophets, who is the only 
true God; and the perſon whom he here commands 
us to worſhip is not himſelf, but another, even his own 
Son; It is plain, that neither the ſame object nor the 
ſame kind of worſhip is here intended, as when we are 
commanded to worſhip God, even the Father: they 
therefore, who, worſhip the Son, as God, both deny his 
Father to be the true God, and himſelf alſo to be the true 
Cuntisr. Neither is Heb. i. 6. at all contrary to Matt, 
iv, 10. for we are not commanded to worſhip Chriſt, as 
Jehovah our God]; but as his exalted Son, and our Lord: 
beſides, the perſon of whom Chriſt there ſpeaks, ſaying, 
Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy God,” &. was 
plainly his Father; for it is evident that ſatan temp- 
ted Chriſt, not as God, but as the Son of God: 
But Chriſt himſelf cannot be that God whom he there 
ſpeaks of, for he himſelf often prayed to him, and 
worſhipped him, as his God and Father, eſpecially in his 
great agony in the garden; and I hope none will 
ſay that Chriſt prayed to, and worſhipped himſelf; 
which yet he muſt do, if he was that one God of whom 
it is written, Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy God, 
and him only ſhalt thou ſerve.” Chriſt therefore muſt 
be worſhipped as the Mediator, and Son of Ged, or not 
atall: And if it be idolatry, as ſome afſert, to worſhip any 
other perſon beſides that God whom we are command- 
ed to worſhip in Matt. iv. 10. then it muſt be idolatry to | 
worſhip Chriſt in any ſenſe whatever, for he certainly is 
not that perſon there ſpoken of: But God hath expreſly 


E com- 


1 
commanded us to worſhip his Son ; and Chriſt the Son 


hath declared and teſtified, that his Father is the only true 
God; for as ſuch, he himſelf prayed to him, worſhipped 
him, and truſted in him. Therefore we have ſcripture 
| warrant, and divine authority, for our worſhipping the 
Father with ſupreme worſhip, as the only true God ; and 
alſo, his only begotten Son, with diſtin ſubordinate wor- 

ſhip, as the Chriſt of God. Now, the living and true 
| God is to be worſhipped through a Mediator ; but Chriſ 
is to be worſhipped, not through a Mediator, but as the 
Mediator himſelf ; whom God hath exalted to be 2 prince 
and a ſaviour, and hath alſo commanded that every knee 
ſhould bow to him, both of things in heaven, and things 
in earth, and things under the earth. The heathens in- 
deed had many gods, and many Mediators ; but the chri- 
ſtians have but one of each; namely, God the Father, and 
his Son, Jeſus Chriſt our Lord, 


5. Tuis is further manifeſt from hence, becauſe the 
command which God hath given concerning the worſhip 
of his Son, reſpected a certain period of time, viz, when he 
brought him into the world, for ſo the apoſtle tells us, 
when he bringeth, &c. then it was that God commanded 
his angels to worſhip him.—Now we cannot ſuppoſe 


there could be any place for a Mediator between God and 


men, prior to the fall of man, though the perſon that was 
to be the Mediator, was before with God, choſen of him, 
and dwelling in him; yet it is not reaſonable to imagine, 
that he was actually introduced, or made known to the 
angels, as ſuch, till after fin had entered into the world; 
therefore this bringing of Chriſt into the world, nn, 
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the habitable world muſt either reſpect his being introduced 
and made known to the ele angels, conſequent on the fall of 
man, as him whom God had choſen, and who, according 
to the will of God, had engaged, in the fulneſs of time 
to take fleſh and die for us; or elſe, it rather reſpects him 
as being exalted, after he had actually ſuffered for us, and 
God had given him all power both in heaven and earth : 
for then it was, as I conceive, that the command was given 
. for every knee to bow to him, ſee Phil. ii. 9. &c, And as 
this worſhip, which is given to Chriſt as Lord of all, was 
in conſequence of a divine command, and is alſo to the 
glory of God the Father, who exalted him, and who alſo 
gave the command for it; is it not plain and manifeſt 
that God the Father and his Son Jeſus Chriſt, are different 
objects, and that neither the perſons, nor the worſhip is 
equal; but one is ſupreme, and the other ſubordinate? 
This doQrine alſo, the apoſtle John hath expreſly taught 
us in Rev, iy, and v. from what he ſaw and heard in 
heaven; of the worſhip, honor, and glory, which the ſaints 
and holy angels give unto God, and the Lamb. Mr. Shrub- 
ſole is miſtaken in ſaying, that the honors there given to 
the Lamb, and to him that ſitteth on the throne, are 
equal : for both the diſtinction, and ſubordination are evi- 
dently declared, and pointed out to us by the apoſtle : for 
having told us that the four living creatures, and four and 
twenty elders fell down before the Lamb, he doth not 
add, and they worſhipped bim; but only ſaith, ** they fell 
down before him :” and that John ſpeaks of falling down, 
and worſhipping, as two diſtinct acts, is manifeſt from 
chap. xix. 10. and xxii. 8. but when the four agdewenty 
dien dc. fall down before him that fits ufd the 
1 chrone, 


193 - F 
throne, it is always added, and they wor ſhipped him, chap. jv 
9. v. 14. xix. 4. It is therefore plain, that the honors which 
the heavenly hoſt in a way of proſtration pay to Chriſt, and 
which in ſome other ſcriptures is called worſhip ; is not 
the very ſame worſhip, nor equal to that which is given to 
JzHovan, who ſits on the throne ; for it is manifeſt that 
the living God is himſelf Sindh, and alone worſhipped, 

with ſupreme divine werſhip. And thus we are to under- 
Rand the angel when he ſaid to John, < worſhip God: 
It is worthy alſo of ſpecial notice, that we are never 
directed to worſhip Chriſt upmm the ſame ground, that we 
are commanded-to worſhip the Father : it is never faid, 
worſhip the Son, becauſe he is Jehovah, or becauſe he is 
Gud, or becauſe he created all things ; but the reaſons 
given ſor it are, becauſe : he hath redeemed us to God by 
his blood,”” and becauſe God hath made him both Lord 
and Chriſt : * he is thy Lord, and worſhip thou him.”— 
Our warrant then for worſhipping Chriſt, as King Medi- 
ator, is clear and rational, ſcriptural and divine : we 
know alſo, that the apoſtles and firſt chriſtians did it on 
earth, and the ſaints and angels do it in heaven. 


THEREFORE we are not aſhamed ta own that we wor- 
ſhip one beſides the ſupreme God, not as God, but as his 
Chriſt; to whom God hath given all power both in heaven 
and in earth. We maintain alſo that they who do it not, 
are guilty of rebellion againſt the Mo$T H1GH, who hath ex- 
preſly commanded it. They may think that they do God 
acceptable ſervice, in refuſing to worſhip his Chriſt, be- 
cauſe he is a man ; but we are perſuaded that they will 
find themſelves greatly miſtaken. —They were not his friends 
but his enemies who ſaid, We uill not have this man 1 
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reign over w.” Let ſuch perſons then take heed, leh 
their hard ſpeeches. and rage againft us, ſhould at laſt by 
found to have been rather againſt the Lonp, and againſt 
his Chriſt, than againſt ug. Can that be jdolatry which 
God hath commanded ? Can that be hereſy which the 
ſaints and holy angels cgntinually practiſe : We conclude 
therefore, that the living God is not worſhipped, according 
to the ſcripture, by any perſon whatever ; except by them 
alone, who worſhip him, not as #bree perſons, but ag 
one only ; and as the God and Father of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt : and that the, Son of God is not rightly and 
truly worſhipped by apy one, except by them only, who 
honor him ut the Son ;—and as him who redeemed us to God 
h his beed;—and as him whom God bath made both Lord and 
Chrift ; who is gone into heaven, and is on the right 
hand of God, angels, and renn 
made ſubject unto him. 


Tuts is the man, th! exalted man, 

| 5+: Whom we unſeen adore ; n 

But when our Eyes behold his face, b 
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Onjxer, 165 0 That fin i is an infinit wil; I think 
is true in the ume latitude of the expreſſim, as it implies 
yithout limits de bounds, I is infinitely, evil} both 
in its nature and puniſhment, Sin is the tranſgreſſion 
of God's lam: —Wben à perſon has once ſinned 
vill he ever of: himſelf return to bis duty | p, 18. 
Wich reſpeR to the obedience of Chriſt, as a ſinleſs 
man only, the virtue of it muſt entirely be ſuſpended on 
de efficacy of his death; and beth derive their merit, not 
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infinite God, yet this did not make his offering of infinite 


| is diſplayed the wonderful love and grace of God in pro- 


all your objections againſt our doctrine of the evil of fin, 


they have, as I conceive, been already anſwered, yet as 


fuffer : As, then, your arguments are confeſſedly built 


| 


? 
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+% - 
. 
a 


(#7 .- 0 
from their own iatrinfic worth, but by way of c 
the obedience of Chriſt, as man onh, was all due to God," 
p. 19. Though he offered himſelf as a ſacrifice to an 


value : for it is not the Being againft which we fin, or the 
God to whom an atonement is made (ſimply conſidered 
as an object) that properly conſtitutes the heinous malig- 
nancy of fin, and the virtue of an atonement ; but their 
own intrinſic nature, p. 20, 21. Hence ariſes theabſolute 
need of a God- man Mediator to atone for us; and herein 


viding ſuch a ſufficient ranſomer : our Saviour is both 
God and man, in one Mediator, a fuch be ſuffer," 
. 


Tuns ctr I think, contain the ſubſtance of 


and the ſufficiency of Chriſt's atonement :- and though 


the doctrine of Chriſt's atonement is of all other the molt 
important, and intereſting to the ſons of men; it cannot 
be made too plain, nor be too fully demonſtrated ; permit 
me, therefore, to return the following anſwers ; and, 


1. Ir is evident that all your objections are built upo 
the ſuppoſition of a divine perſon's ſuffering, in our nature; 
yet, the poſſibility of that thing, you yourſelf have plain» 
ly denied; for © Deity;” you ſay, * is impaſſible,” cannot 


upon falſe premiſer, and which you yourſelf own to be ſuch, 
they are overthrown by Mr, Shrubſole himſelf; and what 
LIFT 46 - further 


ta} 

further need is there of proof in this matter ? Now, if 
Mr. Shrubſole poſitively aſſert in one page of his book, 
) what, but juſt before, he had flatly denied in another; for 
he often affirms, that a divine perſon did ſuffer,” and, 
yet he again and again declares that **Deity cannot ſuffer,” 
doth he not in expreſs terms contradict himſelf? WhO 
that is not wilfully blind but muſt ſee your inconſiſtency, 
and ſelf-contradition ? or ſhall prejudice like a bribe” 
blind the eyes of the wiſe, and cauſe him to pervert 
judgment ? Dear Sir, only attend a little to your o. 
inconſiſtencies, p. 14. you plainly tell us, that God 
the Word made fleſh, ſuffered pain and death in our na- 
ture; yet in p. 12. you had ſaid, We know the 
Deity is impaſſible,” that is, cannot ſuſſer: now if by 
God the Word you meant true Deity, don't you. evi- 
dently contradict yourſelf ? Should you ſay that Deity is 
capable of ſuffering when' unitad to the human nature, but 
was not ſo before; then you muſt deny the Deity to. be. in- 
fahle; but if on the contrary, you ſhould ſay, that the 
Deity, though in union with humanity, was ſtill as im- 
paſiible as before ; then you mufi deny that a divine perſon 
ſuffered in our nature; ſo that take it which ever w 
you will, your ſelf- contradiction is moſt ' glaring and 
manifeſt : for you plainly aſſert that thing to be true, 
which, but a little before, you had in expreſs terms de- 
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Ac am: It is not, my dear Sir, aur doctrine, but your's, , 
lat denies the atonement of Chriſt, and the redemption | 
men iy Chriſt—for you plainly tell us, * Satisfaction 
r fin can only be made by ſuffering,” p. 14. but Chriſt 
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could not ſuffer as God, fr «Deer we Es wg Wh 
capable of ſuffering,” p. 17. and his ſuffering as man acs 
cording to Mr. Shrubſole, merited nothing for us, for © the 
| obedience of Chriſt, as man only, was all due to God,” 
p. 19. Seeing then you plainly declare, that ſatisfa&iar 
can only be made by ſuffering, and that Chrift could not 
ſuffer, as God, and that his ſufferings, as man, could not 
merit; it clearly follows, that if your doctrine be true, 
none of Adam's race have been, or ever can be redeemed : 
Chriſt's union with a divine perſon, according to what 
you have aſſerted, alters not the caſe at all, becauſe that 
divine perſon could not ſuffer, and conſequently could not 
merit. Efficacy, in a way of ſupport, could and did ariſe 
from Chriſt's being united to a divine perſon ; but efficag, 
in a way of merit, to redeem from the curſe, neither did, 
nor could ; becauſe that divine perſon could ſuffer no part 
of the penalty; for you yourſelf maintain, that ** ſatiſ- 
ſaction can only be made by ſuffering :”* but if I have 
miſtaken, or miſrepreſented your meaning, I hope you 
will inform me of it, and endeavor to ſet me right; for 
in my opinion, your words properly ſignify, and your 
meaning plainly is this ;—whatever Chriſt, as man, ſuf- 
ſered, it could not in any ſenſe avail towards the redemp- 
tion of men, for he owed it all to God; and that unleſs 
a divine perſon, God himſelf, in the man Chriſt, ſuffered; 
and that infinitely, the curſe of his own law, no fleſh 
could be ſaved ; but God, you aſſert, could not ſuffer, 
therefore man is ſtill unredeemed, and muſt periſh for- 
ever. Such I think is the doctrine of that hypothelu 
=; ogy pom Koga on-s 
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Mr. Shrubſolehiniſelf, in his general preaching, denies it all, 
I infer, that he neither underſtands, nor believes what he 
fem to maintain againſt us. Now, as we both allow that 
a divine perſen, IO VAN himſelf, could in no proper ſexſe 

' ſuffer and die; I would aſk Mr. Shrubſole, why Gon 
the Father could not be united to, and likewiſe ſupport the 
man Chriſt under all his ſufferings, as well as any other god? 
1 am certain the ſcripture declares, that he both could and 
7 | " 112 


2. Ir God love righteouſneſs, as naturally and per- 
ſectly as he hates ſin, which I ſuppoſe Mr. Shrubſole him- 
ſelf will not deny ; doth it not plainly follow from thence, 
that as God hates fin, ſo as infinitely to puniſh/it,, he 
equally loves righteouſneſs, ſo as infinitely to reward it: 
fee Plalm xi. 7. & Ifa. iii. 10, 11. Doth not the ſame 
law which threatened eternal death to the tranſgreſſors of 
it, promiſe alſo eternal life to the doers of it ? And would 
not eternal liſe have been a reward of debt due to the firſt 
Adam's obedience, had he fulfilled the law ; as eternal 
death was a reward of debt due to his diſobedience ? 


Was not this the conſtitution of that divine covenant 


quently if he had not tranſgreſſed that law, be would 
forfeited and loſt 3 I think, therefore, that you have miſ- 
taken the Adamic covenant; which certainly Was, 2 
the ſcripture always repreſents it, a covenant. of 'works, 
The man that doth them ſhall live in them: hut if it 


de of works, it is no more of grace.” Had then the firſt 
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Adanrkept the law, the reward would have been a-rrwand 
ol All, due to his obedience ; for the condition: of it we, 
this dh, andthon ſbalt live ;” but the covenant of redemp- 
tion by Jeſus Chriſt ſtands directly oppoſed unto it, and it 
cmmonly and propetly called the Covenant of Grice; 
- becauſe, in that covmmant, God gave his Son to die for ws, 
when enemies; and hath given us eternal life in him: and 
Lhechiuſealſo, Chriſt freely came and ſuffered in the fleſh for 
us; though without his own voluntary conſent, he was un- 
der no obligation ſo to do. And thus it is that grace reigns 
-throbgh righteouſneſs ; and hence our ſalvation is jeinth 
-ulvtided both unto Gon, and the LA.“ God, you 
may, is juſt,” granted: but he is both gowd and juſt ʒ there- 
Ho hd will equally. reward rightcouſneſs, and much more 
Abundantiy ; for '** mercy; rejoicetty-againſt-juidginent;” 
What low thoughts muſt my Friend have of the wiſdom, 
1$66dneſs, and power of God, to ſuppoſe that he eitht: 
Leonid ner, or that he tivuid not bring into being; one that 
Was as able by his obedience to merit everlaſting liſe, 1 
falten man by his diſobedlence to merit eternal 'death ? 
What, though none of the angels were found worthy; and 
z able to do this; yet God's only begotten Son, hom be 
made ſfrong for himſelf, and on whom he hath laid el 
for us, was found worthy, and able j; anhS;ae hath done it. 
This perſon, 'even the man Chriſt Jeſus, is that primer 
fee w was killed ; that holy ent und the ju, who'wn 
-murdered ; the Lord of glory, who was truciſad; nor ein 
you deny this without contradicting the ſcripture, and 
urſelf likewiſe,” © Who then ſhall lay any thing w 
e; chfge of GolSideh 754 7 God nr juin, Who b 
Nin ad? uod del i Yo vice wn! f., e to 
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he that condamneth i hl, yes rather ths? 
is riſcn\again, who is even at the right hAuν of Godt was 
alfo wnketh interceſſion for ur dh Lg: Did 
tndI een Sue a bob zun f: 20 bord 
1 —— have ventured'botdl; — oed 
genes bf Chtiſt 25 man only, was alh dus to God “ dy 
which L ſuppoſe you mean (if you mean anything chene 
vy) that ir was al due to God for himſelf, and. not Fo 
others:? 'whetice you learnt this I cannot tell; but Tiam 
furs ypu did not learn it from the Bible: will you abide 
by it, and ſtilb afhrm. thun Clriſl u under an obligatidh 
an lat cm acc:unty, to fuffer the penalty e tlur law dobich l 
neuer broke fi What ] doth the Judge af thetearth make the 
tightogus.as. che wic f was Chtiſt chen campelied, by: he 

righteous Fathen, to reſtore that which he took not away? 
to pay the debt he never contracted ? did the moſſ holy 
God puniſh his own Son, as a trauſgreſſotr of his lav 
merely on his ou Accu, though he had never brokem it: 
Surely; a man that can tal at this: rate, ſhould never pre- 
tend to be an advocate for God f for whillt he. fceme, in 
word, to be pleading his righteaus cauſe aguiuſt ſin , 
he is at the ſame time condemning him as the moſt un 
righteous of Reings... Ir it net equally. nnju/t to candenteh the 
innocne, a ts dear. the guiity ; Huth not: God expreſiy 
declared, that (he who juſtifieth the wicked, and hethat = 
coudemneth the innocent, are both an abominatian ate 
him and will Gag: himſelf do that which be abomigazes 
in man What ſhall we ſay? Is there unrighteouſneſs with 
God? God forbid b Gow is eſicxtially, and inmjEPñy, holy, 
Nee good ʒ chert ſore he could no more punith the may 
F 2 Chriſt 
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Chriſt Jeſus, who never finned ; except only as @ fein 
and ſurety, for the guilty, than he could dy himſelf : And 
| whereas you affirm, that he owed all his obedience unte 
God for himſelf ; Your doctrine likewiſe makes Chriſt, 
both to die unjuſtly, and alſo to die in vain. Here you 
evidently fall in with the Socinians, and that with the 
faction; but I do not greatly wonder at it, ſor you cannot 
poſſibly oppoſe us upon any other ground: whilſt therefore 
I am anſwering yen on this head, I am anſwering then 
alſo: now in oppoſition both to them and to you, I main- 
tain, that Chriſt's obedience and death, as a fonleſs man 
only, was not due to God, for hinjelf, but nh for the de 
obedient, and for ſinners ; and that for the following plain 
reaſons.: 1. Becauſe Chriſt himſelf was without fin, and 
was never one of Adam's fallen ra; therefore he could 
not be under an obligation to ſuffer death for himſelf, ſot 
death is the wages of ſin ; conſequently his obedience unto 
death was not due to God for himſelf, but for tranſgreſſon 
only. 2. God ſent him into the word to die for dinners, 
and not to die for himſelf ; as it is written, God ſent 
His Son to be the propitiation for our fins ;, and again, 
„God commendeth his love towards us, in that whilf 
we were yet ſinners Ghrift died for u. ſo that God's ex- 
 preſsend and deſign in ſending Chrift into the world, vm 

not to ſuffer for himſelf, but for fallen men. 3. Chriſt 
came freely, and not by conſtraint ; having voluntarily 
engaged, he delighted to do his Father's will; which ws 
to redeem, through death, thoſe whom the Father had 
given him: this he himſelf teſtifies, therefore doth my 
Ang = Father 


. en: 


1 8 1 
Father love me, becauſe I lay down my life, that I might 
take it again'; no man taketh it from me, but I lay it du 
of myſelf **: againg! The Son of man came to give his - 
life a ranſom for many for * though he was rich, yet for 
your ſakes he became poor,” —** he made himſelf of no 
reputation,” &c. .it is therefore a faithful-faying, and 
worthy of ull — _ 3 . 
an foo fans" bene Herts 
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4 Gos himſelf had « ſpecial hand in the death of his 
Son : this Chriſt himſelf plainly declared to Pilate, whey 
he ſaid, Thou couldfſt have no power at all againſt me, 
except it were given thee from aboye: And to this agree 
thewordsof the prophet, as it is written, * Awake, O ſword, 
againſt wy Shepherd, and againſt the man, obſerye be doth 
not ſay the Gd. man, but again? the man, my fellow, faith the 
Lord of boſts,” Zek. xiii®, Jſaiab declares the” ſame, 
it pleaſed the Lord to bruiſe bin, be hath put him to grief,” 

wolle, God ſending his own- Son. in the likeneſy 
of ſinful fleſh, and for ſin condemned fin in the ſleſu; 
© he ſpared. not his on Son,” Rom. viii. Thus, ** God hath 
made Chriſt ſin for us who knew no fin,” 2 Cor.v. Chriſt 
then was made fleſh, and under an obligation to ſuffer, ngt 
for himſelf, but becauſe he covenanted to take our ſins ; and 
becauſe Jehovah laid on him the iniquity of us all. Chriſt 
therefore was wounded for ear tran{greſhons, and bruiſed for 
e thechaſtiſemenr of our en 
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that by bis firipriiive might be haulai : for this cauſe Gudind 
juſt in puniſhing Chriſt, - whet hu ſtead: a5ra; ſahſſit ute for 
| the guilty; bearing the fins of matiy ;* hut · an 1 Aden a8 

me hace ven, » Are not theſe Spcinians- theo: boch un- 
ceaſonable and wicked men will they not bd condemned 
put of theirtawnimduths.? fonthey even deny iti o bejpt 
in Goch to puniſh an innocent . perſon in thei fta af the 
guilty, though the perſon ſuffering, freely came, anch ag 
to ſuffer for them ; and yet, at the ſame time, they will 
pretend to juſtify God in permitting, "and caalihg}his 
| Chriſty, who'knew-no fin, — Fo 
on his own account, when there wat nd ſuſt cauſe forit, 
| nos could aj valuable end be anſwered by it : but N. 
hovah is a God of judgment; —x God of truth, and withom 
| niquiry ] juſt und right is he,” Deut: uff. Ge wil 
Hot lay upon man more than is right, thar man ſhould 
rer into judgment with God,“ Job xxwir. "25: Thr 
your Socihian' notion, of the ralatiom ſubſiſting between 
God and his creatures, appears to be quite wiohg, and 
your ideas of the ever bleſſed God, moſt diſhonorable; and 
ſhocking eder pon ſeem to think chat the ebe rüde 
bit lion, with ———— which are” dus indy in 
. ode ue 50 Atme Gol! 
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al 7 Wer- es of fin, as an infinite evil not 
according to ſeripture, but conttary to it: out of 4 
taken zeal to enhance the unſpeakable evil of ſin, you 
have left the only rule and ſtandard of truth, the hol 
ö ſeriptures ; and have followed the vain and fooliſh reaſon» 

jngs of miſtaken men: and thereby have in * 
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and miſery, from whence it is not poflible that any.of 


C Ga] 
turned the truch bf : God into a: lies ſor ĩt ems to me 
that ou dave magnified Git above GOdhimſelf; that is, 
ven, have! ſet it beydad the power of! God to deſtroy it» 
We ceadiboillow that e 4 perſen hath'once ſinned 
he-willlnever e hib return to dis duty y'*) if likewiſe, 
by *<infiaite-paniſiment,” you mean,'that the ſinner is 
worthy of ſuffering fer æver the: wrath of God due to ſin, 
we do nta deny it; bu thia doth not prove that his Sin, 
fridtly Jpeeting, is an infinite evil j it only proves-that he 
himſelf is not able to pay the debt hie he owe to God's 
law and juſtice; but thaugh he himſelf be not able to diſ- 
charge it, yet another may de able to diſcharge it for him: 
and we-know that God hath found and (provided. an able 
ſurety, a ſuſeient 'ranſom for us; hut not upon your 
principles, Far then it muſt have been left undome for ever: 
—bor if ſin be un infinite evil, in your ſenſe of tho words, 
Ichiab at edn never be atotied for, nor deſtroyed; for that 
which is, uſtnctly ſpeaking, infinite, limits or 
bundn, I enn be ex cecded by nothing. If infinite light be 
ſetigainlt infoite-darkneGs, or inbnite good againſt in- 
finite euil ; it ia not poſſible that either of them ſhould, 
in che Jeaſt degree, prevail againſt the other ; for-both are 
ſoppoſod to be abike inſimite, firitiiy and abſolutely ſo, ** in 
che utmoſt Jatitode of the expreſſion :” therefore, infinite 
race, und un infinite ſacrifice] can in this; caſe 'avail 
nothing 3e as that, is infinite:to pardon and ſave: ſo ſin, 
acoordinig-40/your account of the matter, is equally enfinite 
ncndamn, and deſtroy. \ Therefare, this doctrine of. yours 
is, I chibk, full of blaſphemy ; 'Sr/, againſt the church of 
God; as it :fixes: the whole human race in a Rate of fin 
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\ | them 
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fending; or elſe it muſt ariſe from all of them taken con- 


Are, 
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them ſhould ever be ranſomed, or delivered : fu, 


againſt Chriſt; as it plainly declares that he labored-i 
vain, and ſpent his ſtrength, and ſhed bis blood, for 
nought : thirdy, againſt the o#T mom Gon; in thi 
it makes | ſomething infinite beſides himſelf, and conf 
quently denies that he only is the Almighty==but it i 
abſurd to ſuppoſe the exiſtence of two infinites 3 for it h 
as impoſſible there ſhould be more than one infinite per- 
fon, or Being; as that there ſhould be more than one 
Almighty. Again; if fin be infinite in its own nature, a 
you' ſay, it muſt ariſe either, f/f, from the object againk 


| Whom it is committed ; or, ſecondhy, from the divine law 


which man hath broken; or, thirdy, from the perſon of- 


janQly, and together, As td the firſt, it only proves, 
that ſin, as the apoſtle ſpeaks, is exceeding ſinful ; becauſe it 
is diſobedience to, and rebellion againſt the moſt high 
God, the Author of our Being, and of all our bleſſings, 
Now, becauſe God is infinitely boly in his own' nature, 
therefore he infinitely hates ſin : but God loves holi- 
-neſs as much as he hates fin : as then God infinitely 
Hates fin, becauſe it is contrary to his nature; for the ſame 
reaſon he infinitely loves holineſs, becauſe it is according 
to it: therefore ſin in the creature, becauſe, contrary to 
God, is no more an infinite evil; than holineſs in-the 
- creature, becauſe according to Gon, is an infinite good: 
ſo that when we conſider it in this view, it only proves, 
that the divine Being, God himſelf, is infinitely holy, juſt, 


and good; and, as ſuch, is infinitely oppoſed to fin: 


neither, ſecondh, is ſin an infinite evil in your ſenſe of the 
Law; 
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knw; and that for this plain reaſon, becauſe the, law itſelf is 
not infinite : now had the law been infinite, it could never 
baue been kept by finite creatures; but the law hath been 
kept, and might have been kept by Adam, as you yourſelf 
acknowledge : therefore, it is certain that a wiſe, a juſt, 
and a good God, did not give an infinite law to his finite 
creatures ; but he gave us a law ſuited to our nature and 
capacities ; a reaſonable law, ſuited to thoſe rational 
faculties, and powers, and that uprightneſs, with which 
God at firſt created man : Sin, therefore, as the tranſ- 
greflion of God's law, is not ſtrictly ſpeaking an infinite 
of the divine law. Now as fin is the tranſgreſſion of the 
lw, and the law itſelf is not infinite, it plainly follows, 
that an atonement may be made for the breach of it, by a 


naches to the extent of the law, removes the curſe of it : but 
you ſeem to think that becauſe God himſelf is infinite, 
therefore, the law which he hath given to men and an- 
els muſt be alſo infinite; but that cannot be, for 
then the law could not poſſibly have been kept by man, 
ur could it have been a rule of life and obedience to any 
creature whatever; ſeeing none but God himſelf could 
have meaſured it: but it is as unſcriptural, as it is un- 
reaſonable, to ſuppoſe, that God gave his creatures a law 
u extenſive, and unlimited as his own divine perſections, 
and which none but God himſelf could fulfil : birdy, 
Bin cannot in Its own nature be an infinite evil, as the 
fnner's own act and deed ; becauſe it is the act of a finite 
being, for it is manifeſt that ao finite creature can poſſibly 
| G perform 
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kcrifice that is not, „rich ſpeaking, infinite ; for that which | 
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perform an infinite ati. Every one knows that no foun. 
tain can riſe higher than its ſource ; and every man's cm- 
mon ſenſe and obſervation makes it evident to him, that 
us effef? can be greater than its cauſe ; hence I infer, that as 
man is not an infinite, but a finite being; his ſin, which 
is an act of the creature, cannot, in its own nature, be an 
infinite evil: thus it appears that all the actions of the cis- 
ture, whether good or bad, are of neceſſity bounded, and have 
certain limits beyond which they cannot go. Therefore your 
opinion of ſin, that it is an infinite evil in the utmoſt lati. 
tude of the expreſſion, as ' implying without limits or 
bounds, is neither ſcriptural nor rational, but is contrary 
to both: and I conceive alſo, as we before obſerved, that 
your doctrine, on this point, precludes all poſſibility of 
ſalvation ; and denies it to be poſſible, even for God him- 
ſelf to ſave fallen men,—You do, as it were, make man 
almighty to deſtroy the work of God, but deny that God 
himſelf is Almighty to reſtore it: for you plainly hold 

that man, God's creature, had power to commit an in- 

finite offence, that hath neither bounds nor limits ; but 
you deny that the ſame God had power to provide one 
ſufficient to ſave men: the man Chriſt whom God hath 
ſent into the world for that purpoſe, he, according to 

you, could not do it, though firengthened and upheld h 

Omnipotence itſelf; for his atonement, you ſay, was not un 

infinite atonement : and God could not do it, becauſe 
|  fatisfaQtion can only be made by ſuffering, and God 
_ himſelf cannot ſuffer : ſuch is your melancholy and 
Þþ A Areadftl dostrine; but God be praiſed there is no dns 
| part of it true: and I am perſuaded that Mr. Shrublole 
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himſelf. will ere long bleſs God to find that this book of, 
his, with the reſt of the rubbiſh of hay, wood, and ſtub- 
ble, is condemned to the flames ; becauſe it contains a 
[bel both againſt Gop, and againſt ts Cnnier? but as 
he did it ignorantly in unbelief, I hope and pray that he 
may be convinced of his fin, repent, and find mercy. 


Urom the whole then; to me it appears plain, that the 
Trinitarian ſy/lem cannot at all be ſupported, nor their ob- 
jections againſt us maintained, upon any other than Soci- 
nian principles: and that when they ſteer clear of ſuch 
errors, they muſt and do oppoſe themſelves, and fall 
in with our views, and doctrine, both of Chriſt, and his 
atonement : and I firmly believe that both in their preach- 
ing and in their printed works, where they ſpeak or write 
me word againſt us, they ſay zen for us; conſequently 
they determine the matter in our favor, and give it againſt 3 
themſelves : for they muſt of neceſſity believe that a di- 
vine perſon, God himſelf, did really and in a proper ſenſe 
ſuffer ; or elſe allow with us that the ſufferings of the man 
Chriſt Jeſus were every way ſufficient and meritorious to re- 
deem ſinners: and they muſt alſo believe, that the man Chriſt 
exiſted with God before the world was, and came down 
from heayen ; or elſe they muſt deny that the perſon wha 
was ſent, and came from heaven, ſuffered any thing at all 
for us: for if he yas united to the human nature, and 
only that nature which he aſſumed, ſuffered, and died 
then the perſon himſelf who aſſumed it, did in a true and 
yg artraſjwers and all that can be ſaid of 
his ſufferings is; 1 nominal, not real ; u- 
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gurative, not proper : but we believe that the perſon who 
was ſent, and came down from heaven to redeem men ; 
did in the ſtrict, proper, and full ſenſe of the terms obey 
and ſuffer the curſe of the law ; and thereby redeem us unto 
God. Yet, after all, I am inclined to believe that Mr, 
Shrubſole himſe!f, at bottom, means the very ſame thing 
with us; for after throwing out all thoſe ſelf-contra- 
traditions, with which, through human infirmity, and the 
prejudice of education, his pamphlet greatly abounds ; I 
find that he ſpeaks the plain ſenſe of our doctrine: for 
he allows, that God, even the Father, wrought the 
miracles Chriſt wrought,” p. 4. God the Father fup- 
ported him, as his ſervant,” p. 14.—and again, yu We be- 
lieve that Chriſt the God man Mediator was ſent, and ſup- 
ported as ſuch, by the Divine Farrar,” &c. p. 16.—be 
likewiſe ſays, We know the Deity is impaſſibie, p. 12. 
and * as pure Deity we know he was incapable of ſuffer- 
ing,” p. 17. he maintains likewiſe, that ©* ſatisſaction for 
fin can only be made by ſuffering the penalty of the law,” 
p. 14. He imputes it alſo to the grace of God adſolutth; 
that a Mediator was provided to atone for us: his words 
are, Herein is diſplayed the wonderful love and grace of 
God in providing ſuch a ſufficient Ranſomer,” p. 21, 
Now let any one compare theie plain, and expreſs declum- 
tions of Mr. Shrubſole's faith, with what I have written 
in my book, and he will there find the ſame truths con- 
ſtantly declared and maintained; only we have not made 
uſe of any of his an;criptural terms. Now if Mr. Shrub- 
fole was in his right mind when he wrote thoſe words, 
which we have juſt cited from him ; as wecharitably hope 


he 
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he was : it then follows, that he cannot be underſtood to 
oppoſe us, and our doctrine; TOY Fe 
oppoſing himſelf. 9 


I concLUpr, therefore, that as there is but one God, 
ſo there is but one Mediator between God and men, tho 
man Chriſt Jeſus, who gave himſelf for our fins accord- 
Wr » 
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A ſhort Specimen of the Trinitarian Hypotheſis, in which 
it may be clearly ſeen, how it both contradicts itſelf, 
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SEIT - Con rRADICT IOS. 


1. Tnær divine perſon whom'we call, God the Word, 
ſuffered death in our nature, —but the "TRUE GOD is . 
apable of ſuffering Vet we aver, that God the _ 
i 1 thet e avabe who 1 be uſers 

| det 

2. 1 2380 1 is 
the Saviour of men—without ſuffering the penalty of the law, 
den cannot be ſaved——yet that ſame divine perſon fuſfered 
nibing at al for them. | 
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. Sour perſons, whom we count Heretic, affirm; that 
Chriſt ſuffered for us, only as a finleſ? man, whom God ſent 
and ſupported—we on the contrary maintain, that Chriſt 
ſuffered as God and man both—yet we know as well as 
, ther ns God By nit en f. 7 


* 


„ Curr fafered.and find for ee in the fans 
n 
ho died for finners, exiſlad with God before the world was, 
and came from heaven yet we deny that the man Chriſt 
came down from heaven, or that he had any actual ex 


tence, till 400 years after the creation.— 


5. By us the truth and. ſufficiency of Chriſt's atonement is 
rightly held, and maintained — for we aſſert that he ſuffered 
both as God and man—yet we firmly believe, that as God by 
Finn Ate? 


THEIR ConTRADICTIONS to Scripture, 


1. Tur ſcripture plainly faith, ** To us there is but one 

Kun , and we cannot deny jt—yet, on the an- 

therity of the church, much enlightened fince the days gf 

the apoliles, we are bold to, affirm, that there are tw 

others beſides the Father, and who are neither of them the 

Father=—that are equally the one God, 2 
Father. "q 927 


2. Cunisr himſelf bath expreſly teſtified, that his 
Father * 1s the only true God and that * the Father 
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— he, -< greater than all,” and hath never at 
any time contradifted himſelf, by declaring the contrary : 
But notwithſtanding this, we dare afſert, as ſome of our : 
end and tedther; have commanded us; that Chriſt, 
the Son of God, is as great as bis Father, every way 
equal to him, and « much the rae God, 2s the Father 
himſelf is.— 


5 Wa Juintain that Chriſt is both God and man, in 
one perſon, as ſuch he is the Mediator betwees Gop and 
men,—The apoſtle Paul hath indeed declared, that the 
Mediator between Gon and men, is the man Chriſt Jeſus, 
but we are obliged to differ from him, and believe that 
he was miſtaken ; for we dare not ſay that the apoſtle 
was a heretic, though we muſt confeſs, he hath never once 
called Chriſt, the Gal man in all his epiſtles ; but very of- 
ten, in plain terms, he calls him a man, and adds no more. 

i Fo * ; 

Urox the whole then, to ſpeak plainly, we muſt al- 
low that the apoſtles did not underſtand, and believe our 
dorine of the Trinity; or, that worDs and Aus 
in the days of the apoſtles, meant ſomething very different 
from what they do in owrs ; for we would not be ſup- 
poſed to charge NN ary ignorance, or 
diſſimulation. 


I wovLD be very far from countenancing levity on any 
occaſion whatever—but eſpecially when ſpeaking of divine 
truths, I deſire always to treat them with ſeriouſneſs and 

reverence, 
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